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Excerpts From Reports by Justice Dept, on Dr . King 


WASHINGTON , Feb. iS — The follow- 
ing are excerpts from the report of the 
Justice Department Task Force that re- 
viewed the assassination of the Rev. Dr. 
Martin Luther King Jr. 

Critical Evaluation of the 
Assassination Investigation 

First, the tassk force has conclided 
that the investigation by the F.B.I. to 
ascertain and capture the murderer of 
Dr. Martin Luther King Jr., was thor- 
oughly honestly and successfully con- 
ducted. We submit that the minute de- 
tails compacted in this report amply 
support this conclusion. 

At the very outset of the investiga- 
tion, telegrams went to ali field offices 
of the Bureau instructing the Special 
Agents in Charge to take personal 
supervision of the investigation, to 
check out all leads in 24 hours, and 
noting that they would be held person- 
ally responsible. (HQ 44-38861-153). 

- The files we reviewed show that this 
directive was conscientiously followed. 
The Bureau sought first to identify and 
locate the murderer using the obvious 
leads. They checked out aliases, 
tracked the traces left under the Galt 
alias and used the known fingerprints 
from the murder weapon and the con- 
tents of the blue zipper bag left on 
South Main Street [in Memphis] to 
eliminate suspects. 

This backtracking ended in Atlanta. 
At this point the Bureau initiated a 
check of the crime site fingerprints 
against the white male “wanted fugi- 
tive” print file. This produced the al- 
most “instant” discovery that the 
wanted man. Galt, was James Earl Ray, 
an escapee from Missouri State Prison. 

In fact the “instant” discoveiy was 
a tedious hand search started in a file 
of some 20,000 prints. That it took only 
two hours to make a match is said 
by the Bureau experts to be largely 
sheer luck; it could have taken days. 
We accept the explanation that the fin- 
gerprint search was a normal next re- 
sort after normal lead procedures were 
exhausted. 

Second, the task force views, the evi- 
dence pointing to the guilt of James 
Earl Ray as the man who purchased 
the murder gun and who fired the fatal 
shot to be conclusive. 

It was possible for the task force 
to create a well-documented history of 


James Earl Ray from the moment of 
his escape to his capture in England, 
using the investigation reports in the 
F.B.I. files and to corroborate and fill 
in essential details with Ray's own 
statements (admissions) in his letters 
to author William Bradford Huie. 

From this chronology, from the labo- 
ratory proof, and from Ray's judicial 
admissions it was concluded that he 
was the assassin, and that he acted 
alone. We saw no credible evidence 
probative of the possibility that Ray 
and any co-conspirator were together 
at the scene of the assassination. Ray’s 
assertions that someone else pulled the 
trigger are so patently self-serving and 
so varied as to be wholly unbelievable. 
They become, in fact, a part of the 
evidence of his guilt by self-refutation. 

Third, we found that conspiracy leads 
(aliunde Ray’s versions) had been con- 
scientiously run down by the F.B.I. 
even though they had no possible rela- 
tion to Ray’s stories or to the known 
facts. 

The results were negative. 

We fourfd no evidence of any com- 
plicity on the part of the Memphis Po- 
lice Department or of the F.B.I. 

We acknowledge that proof of the 
negative, i.e., proof that others were 
not involved, is here as elusive and 
difficult as it has universally been in 
criminal law. But the sum of all of 
the evidence of Ray’s guilt points to 
him so exclusively that it most effec- 
tively makes the point that no one else 
was involved. 

Of course, someone could conceivably 
have provided him with logistics, or 
even paid him to commit the crime. 
However, we have found no competent 
evidence upon which to base such a 
theory. 

Critical Evalution of the 
Security Investigation 

In the area of domestic intelligence, 
the mandate of the F.B.I. has been both 
broadly and vaguely defined. 

Given this charter and the history 
of the sometimes overpowering influ- 
ence of the views of the late Director 
J. Edgar Hoover on his subordinates 
and on successive Attorneys General, 
it was understandable that a security 
investigation should be initiated into 
the possible influence of the Commu- 
nist Party, U.S.A., on Dr. Martin Luther 
King Jr. Two of King’s close advisers, 


at the outset of the security matter,: 
were reported to be Communist Party 
members by sources relied upon by the 
Bureau. 

The security investigation continued 
for almost six years until Dr. King's 
death. It verified, in our view, that one 
•alleged Communist was a very influen- 
tial adviser to Dr. King (and hence the 
Southern Christian Leadership Confer- 
ence) on the strategy and tactics of 
King's leadership of the black civil 
rights movement of the early and mid- 
sixties. 

Another had no such weight although 
he seemed to be of use to King. But 
■this very lengthy investigative concen- 
tration on King and on the principal 
adviser established, in our opinion, that 
he did not “sell” Dr. King any course 
of conduct or of advocacy which can 
be identified as Communist or “party 
lirie” 

King himself never varied publicly 
or privately from his commitment to 
nonviolence and did not advocate the 
overthrow of the government of the 
United States by violence or subver- 
sion. To the contrary, he advocated an 
end to the discrimination and disen- 
franchisement of ■ minority groups 
which the Constitution and the courts 
denounced in terms as strong as his. 
We concluded that Dr. King was no 
threat to domestic security. 

And the Bureau's continued intense 
surveillance and investigation of the 
adviser dearly developed that he had 
disassociated himself from the Commu- 
nist Party in 1963, because he felt it 
failed adequately to serve the civil 
rights movement. Thus the linch-pin of 
the security investigation of Dr. King 
had pulled himself out. 

We think the security investigation, 
which included both physical and tech- 
nical surveillance, should have been 
terminated on the basis of what was 
learned in 1963. That it was intensified 
and augmented by a COINTELPRO type 
campaign against Dr. King was unwar- 
ranted; the COINTELPRO type cam- 
paign, moreover, was ultra vires and 
very probably in violation of 18 U.S.C. 
241 (and 242), i.e. Felonious. 

The continuing security investigation 
reflects also that the Attorney General 
and the Division charged with responsi- 
bility for internal security matters 
failed badly in what shojfd have been 
firm supervision of the F.B.I. ’s internal 
security activities. 



